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Current Topics. 


The Railway Labour Commission. 


THE EVENT of the week has been the termination of the 
railway strike, and this was rendered possible by the promise 
of a Commission to inquire into the alleged grievances of the 
railway men. The terms of the reference and the names 
of the Commissioners were announced by the Prime Minister 
on Tuesday. The reference is: “'To investigate the working 
of the Railway Conciliation and Arbitration Scheme signed on 
behalf of the principal railway companies and of three trade 
unions of railway employés at the Board of Trade on November 
6th, 1907, and to report what changes (if any) are desirable, with 
a view to the prompt and satisfactory settlement of the differ- 
ences.” The Commissioners are :—Sir David HARREL, chairman, 
and as representatives of the railway companies, Sir ‘THOMAS 
RaTcuiFFe Evits and Mr. CHARLES GABRIEL BEAL, and of the 
men, Mr. AktHUR HENDERSON and Mr. JOHN BURNETT. Sit 
Tuomas Ratciirre Evis is a solicitor and a member of the 
firm of Messrs. Peace & FEx.is, of Wigan and London. He is 
intimately associated also with mining business. He received 
his knighthood at the time of the Coronation, Mr. BEALE isa 
member of the firm of Messrs. BEALE & Co., London and Bir- 
mingham. Both these gentlemen will bring to their task that 
union of legal and business training which is so valuable in the 
settlement of difficulties. The Commission have wisely decided 
to admit the representatives of the press while evidence is 
being given. The proceedings are apparently to go on daily 
except on Saturdays. Pending the result, the agreement be- 
tween the parties, as announced to the public, involves, we 
apprehend, a complete return to the stutus ante bellum. 


Lord James of Hereford. 


THE DEATH of Lord James of HerEFoRD removes one of the 
most distinguished men of the day. The outstanding point in 
his career is that he refused the Chancellorship on grounds of 
political conviction, The opportunity came in 1886, when Mr. 
GLADSTONE was forming his Home Rule Government. dir 
HENRY JAMES was opposed to the new policy, and declined the 
offered prize. A similar step was taken by Sir RoUNDELL 
PALMER, in 1868, when Mr. GLADSTONE was proposing to 
disestablish and disendow the Irish Church. PALMER could 
put up with disestablishment, but not disendowment, and Lord 
HATHERLY became Chancellor instead. But time brought to Sir 
ROUNDELL PALMER another opportunity, and in 1872, when the 
measure had passed, he became Chancellor as Lord SELBORNE. 
In the case of Sir HENRY JAMES, bis old leader's policy failed, 


44 
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and there was no chance, after practical acquaintance with Home 
Rule as an accomplished fact, for the division to be healed and 
the Chancellorship again offered. In such a matter history can 
hardly be expected to repeat itself, and Sir HENRY JAMEs finally 
missed the office which his distinguished career at the bar had 
placed within his grasp. For some ten years longer 
he remained at the bar, and in 1895 became Chancellor 





very readable treatise on this difficult subject. His literary pro- 
clivities were attested by astory current years ago in Cambridge 
that, having been invited to dine at one of the colleges, he 
insisted after dinner in reciting Milton to the fellows; and his 
}attachment to Nonconformity and Liberalism was ardent and 
notorious. None the less cordial, however, were his relations 
with those who differed from him, and the Times, in its obituary 


of the Duchy of Lancaster in Lord SaLissury’s Government. | notice, states that he had as one of his greatest friends the late 
He was raised to the peerage, and in the following year was | Mr. Justice Day, “ a strong Roman Catholic, and in every way 


appointed a member of the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council. But the period of bis greatest success was when as | 
Attorney-General he was head of the bar, at a time when the law | 
officers had not ceased, by their exclusive attention to state | 
business, to be in active touch with the profession. He was held | 
in the highest esteem by both branches of the profession. His | 
s‘raightforwardness and impartiality gave him the chance of | 
doing valuable work after he had left the bar, but the oppor- 
tunity of great distinction in his later life had gone with the 


Chancellorship. 

Lord James as an Advocate. 
“I THINK,” says a correspondent, “that one of the leading 
characteristics of the late Lord JAmes has had scant justice | 
done to it in the newspaper notices of his career which | have 
seen, He was, above all things, a master of tact. By this I do 
not, of course, mean the slightest approach to trickiness—Lord 
JAMES was one of the highest-minded men at the bar. What I 
do mean is the art, invaluable to the advocate, of presenting 
his case in the form most favourable to his client, at of using 
the arguments most likely to appeal to the tribunal he is | 
addressing—the art, in short, of which the late Lord Davey, 
when at the bar, was almost unequalled. Those who, with 
knowledge of the facts, ever listened to the last-named advocate 
opening a case in which there was a doubtful point, will under- | 
stand the nature of the tact which Lord James shared with 
him. One never heard that Lord JAMES was specially success- | 
ful as a verdict-getter with juries, unless perhaps with the special 
juries, which in old times used to ait in commercial cases at 
the Guildball. Observation of the men who have been great with 
juries in general seems to shew that these bodies distrust an advo- | 
cate who strikes them as ingenious and as presenting only a 
part of the case. The men who impress them are those who, to | 
all appearance, tell their story with simplicity and apparent 
lack of concealment—-such as Sir JOHN HOLKER, or, to take a 
more recent instance, Sir ARTHUR CHARLES when he was at the 
bur. But with the judges whose mental characteristics and 
leanings he knew, Lord JAMES was often marvellously success- 
ful. It is really for the purpose of recounting a story which 
| heard from the lips of one of the counsel in an important 
case that I send these lines. It is not necessary to mention 
the name of the case, though some of your readers may 
recognize it, and writing away from books remembrance of 
the case is somewhat hazy. He was, my informant told me, 
in the same interest as Mr. RiapBy, (.C., and that learned 
and careful advocate had been pounding away at the judges of 
the Court of Appeal upon the construction of certain provisions 
of the Settled Land Act, apparently without producing the 
least effect on the tribunal. At length Sir Henry James got 
up and whispered in Mr. RicBy’s ear, ‘Try them with the dead 
hand ’-—meaning, I suppose, the argument that the Act could not 
have been intended to enable a dead and gone owner to impose 
restrictions on the management of large estates which might be 
detrimental to the welfare of cottagers, labourers, and other 
tenants. Mr. Richy adopted the suggestion: at once the 
learned judges woke up ; followed the argument with close atten- 

tion, and finally decided the case on those lines.” 


The Late Judge Willis. 

A vERY different, though perhaps equally interesting, personality 
bas passed away in Judge Wiis. He blended in a singular 
degree profound knowledge of law, extensive literary attain- 
ments, and violent political likes and dislikes. The volume 
which he issued on “ The Law of Negotiable Securities,” and 
which contained lectures delivered at the request of the Council | 
of Legal Education, though slight in form, was a masterly and | 


as much the opposite of WILLIS in character and manner as he 
was in personal appearance.” These two oddly-assorted friends, 
it is said, used often to travel abroad together. In his advocacy 
in the courts WILLIS’s excitable temperament was an unfortunate 
factor, and had he possessed a calmer disposition his undoubted 
talents would have carried him further. As it is, he leaves behind 
him a reputation for great learning, sincerity, and kindliness. 


The Railway Strike and the Employment of 
Soldiers, 

THE RECENT railway strike has made the public realize the 
extensive powers for repressing violence which are vested in the 
Government and the local authorities. Primarily the duty of 
obtaining, if necessary, the assistance of military force rests 


|with the justices. “1 do not doubt,” said A. L. Smiru, L.J., 


in Reg. v. Glamorgan County Council (1899, 2 Q. B., p. 542), 
“that in cases of necessity justices of the peace have power to 
call in troops” ; but when there is the apprehension of disorder 
over a wide area affecting the districts of numerous local author- 
ities, it is natural that the initiative in the employment of troops 
and the general arrangements for their disposition should 
devolve upon the Government. The authority of the Government, 
as representing the whole country, cannot be less than that of the 
magistrates who represent a particular locality. This appears to 
be the principle upon which the Government have acted, and 
the provision that was made for dealing with disorder, though 
unusual, was founded on unusual circumstances. The whole 
armed power of the State is at the disposal of the Government 


|of the day if the public safety is menaced. For the Govern- 
/ment to act on this theory involves no breach of constitu- 


tional law. The Government must, indeed, justify recourse to 


‘such measures, and in the present case both Parliament and 


the public have ratified their action. The intervention of 


| military forces in trade disputes is regrettable, but when the 


trade dispute is attended by disorder which threatens to be 
dangerous—whether the disorder proceeds from actual strikers 
or no is immaterial—the intervention becomes a matter of 
necessity. 


The Responsibility for Military Action. 

MORE REGRETTABLE is the fact that the intervention 
resulted in loss of life. When once the military have been 
called in this has to be faced asa not improbable result, The 


| officers act in conjunction with the civil authorities, but they do 


not act under their orders. ‘A soldier,” it was said in the 
Featherstone Report, *‘ for the purpose of establishing civil order, 
is only a citizen armed in # particular manner. He cannot, 
because he is a soldier, excuse himself, if, without necessity, he 
takes human life.” But as to the actual necessity the officer 
himself must judge, having regard to his own knowledge of the 
circumstances and to the representations made to him by the 
civil authorities. If he gives the order to fire and death results 
he must prove the necessity. That, we take it, is his legal posi- 
tion, though in practice a wide scope would be allowed for the 
exercise of his discretion, and any reasonable grounds for 
apprehending greater injury if he remained passive would be 4 
justification. The case of the subordinate officer or private 


| soldier is an easier one. He can shelter himself under the orders 


of his superior officer unless these were obviously unnecessary. 
In that unlikely event he would be bound under the common law 
to disobey them, whatever penalties he might incur under 
military law. 


Strikes and Conciliation Schemes. 
THE PECULIARITY of the recent strike has been the wide- 
spread inconvenience which it has caused to the public and 
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the possibility of a great disaster if it had continued. As a 
rule, a strike only affects a particular trade or manufacture, and, 
while business in connection with that trade or manufacture is 
affected, the public at large do not suffer. Yet even so, the 
injurious nature of the proceeding is thoroughly realized, and in 
numerous ways, both here and abroad, steps have been taken to 
substitute other procedure for settling labour disputes. The only 
provision in this country for intervention by the Legislature is 
contained in the Conciliation (Trade Disputes) Act, 1896, which 
provides for the registration of conciliation boards, and empowers 
the Board of Trade to intervene, under certain circumstances, in 
disputes. oth under the statute and apart from it the Board 
of Trade has extensive opportunities for attempting to effect a 
settlement between the parties, and recent events have shewn 
how effectively these opportunities can be used. But a strike 
assumes a different aspect when it imperils the food supply of the 
public or the general carrying on of business, and this aspect of 
the :ailway strike will require to be considered. The principle of 
restricting the right of immediate striking was recognized by the 
Conspiracy and Protection of Property Act, 1875, with respect 
to the supply of gas or water, and a penalty was imposed for 
breaking contracts of service in such cases. Obviously the statute 
should extend to the supply of electricity for lighting and power, 
and similar provision may have to be made with regard to rail- 
way service. Any such provision should not prejudice questions 
between employers and employed, save so far as the interests of 
the public furnish an overriding consideration. In the interest 
of the public it may be necessary to repress strikes by strong 
measures, but this, of course, shou!d not be done without providing 
the men with a suitable alternative method of securing redress 
of their grievances. In other words, repression of the men 
must be accompanied by equally convincing appeals to the 
employers. As far as ean be gathered this has been the course of 
the Government, and the arrangement under which the railway 
managers and the representatives of the unions were brought 
face to face should be the presage of smoother relations in the 
future. 

Payment in Satisfaction by a Stranger. 

It 1s familiar law that a debtor cannot effectively get rid of a 
liquidated debt by payment of a sum smaller than the debt, 
unless there is an agreement by the creditor to accept the 
smaller sum in satisfaction, and unless such agreement is supported 
by some new consideration ; and altbough, where the debt is un- 
liquidated, the acceptance of a certain sum in satisfaction is by 





'ence has shewn to be at once complicated and defective 


itself a sufficient discharge, without new consideration, yet there | 


must be evidence of such acceptance. The question of accord 


and satisfaction is one of fact, and the mere retention by the | ‘ 
| the doubt which has arisen whether a right of entry for a con 


creditor of a sum which has been sent in settlement, if he at the 
same time denies that it is taken in satisfaction, does not imply 
an agreement by him to forego the remainder of his claim: Day 
v. McLea (22 Q. B. D. 610). But the decision of the Court of 
Appeal in /lirachand Punamehand vy. Temple, which has been 
reported in the Law Reports (1911, 2 K. B. 330) since 
we previously commented on it (anfe, p, 547), shews the 
difference in this respect between payments by a stranger 
and by the debtor. There the defendant had given a promissory 
no'e and a bond to the plaintiffs, who carried on business as 
money-lenders in India. In 1909 they applied to Sir Ricuarp 
TEMPLE, the defendant's father, for payment of the sums due on the 
securities, and after negotiation his solicitors sent to the plaintiffs 
bynkers’ drafts for the amount of principal and interest which Sir 
RiCHARD TEMPLE considered to be properly due. The plaintiffs 
cashed the drafts and retained the proceeds, but objected that the 
amount was insufficient, and asked for the balance to be remitted. 
This not being done, the action was brought to recover the balance 
(lue on the promissory note. But the Court of Appeal, overruling 
ScruTton, J., held that the payment by the father and the 
retention by the plaintiff of the smaller amount was a good 
defence to the action. As between a third party and the 
creditor no other consideration for the satisfaction is required 
than the payment of the smal’er sum. Before the payment 
there is no relation between the third person and the creditor 
atall. A relation only arises by the third person sending a sum 
of money to be received in satisfaction of the debt and the 





creditor cannot accept the money and repudiate the condition on 
which it is sent. The judgments in the Court of Appeal do not 
shew clearly the ground on which the debtor himself can take 
advantage of the payment. Perhaps the debt is extinguished ; 
perbaps the creditor becomes a trustee for the third party of any 
balance he may recover ; and since the circumstances imply that 
this would be handed back by the third party to the debtor, 
the creditor is in equity not allowed to sue. According to 
Wittes, J., in Cook v. Lister (13 C. B. N.S. 543), the debt is 
gone because it would be a fraud on the third party to sue 
the debtor for the balance, But whatever may be the exact 
ground, a payment by a stranger stands in a different position 
to a payment by the debtor, and if retained by the creditor it 
in effect discharges the debt in the former case, though not in 
the latter. 


The Conveyancing Bill. 

THE Conveyancirg Bill, which has been introduced in the House 
of Lords by the Lord Chancellor and read a third time, is 
substantially the same as the Bill which was introduced by Lord 
DAVEY at the instance of the Council of the Law Society in 
1906, and which has, we believe, been introduced, either in the 
House of Lords or the House of Commons, in each session since. 
It is a Bill intended to remove particular inconveniences in con- 
veyancing which experience has shewn to exist, but it is not 
designed, like the Council’s Bill of 1897, to effect any general 
simplification of conveyancing. The earlier Bill, which also 
found a sponsor in Lord DAVEY, was, of course, a rival of the 
Land Transfer Bill. It was entitled “An Act to simplify the 
title to and the transfer of land,” and its object was to approxi 
mate the title to land as nearly as might be to the title to stock, 
and to obtain the same advantages as would be secured under a 
system of registration of title, without the disadvantages incident 
to a register of owners. This it ——— todo by making the 
legal estate in fee simple in land readily transferable without 
regard to equitable -interests ; but the Bill, which would have 
definitely simplified the transfer of land, was set aside in favour 
of the scheme of public transfer of land—a scheme which experi- 
and 
pending the result of that system, and any further developments 
in connection with it, the Council’s original Bill has naturally 
been in abeyance. ; 

The present Bill, as already suggested, is useful but not heroic. 
It amends section 5 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, 80 as to 
facilitate the discharge of inéumbrances where land is being sold 
by the court (clause 1). And it removes, as regards leaseholds, 


dition broken is assignable. Under the Real Property Act, 1845, 
section 6, a right of entry generally is assignable, but in //unt v. 
Bishop (8 Ex. 675) it was held that this only applied to a right 
to re-enter after a disseisin, and not to a right to re-enter for 
condition broken. Consequently, after the grant of a reversion 
on a lease the grantee cannot take advar ‘age of a forfeiture 
incurred before the breach. It appears to have been assumed that 
section 10 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, which annexes the 
benefit of every condition of re-entry to the reversionary estate 
for the time being expectant on the lease, bas not remedied this, 
and clause 2 of the Bill proposes to extend section 10 so as to 
make the right of re-entry run with the reversion, notwithstanding 
that the reversion has been assigned since the forfeiture was 
incurred, 

The case of Robbins v. Whyte (1906, 1 K. B. 125) revealed a 
serious defect in the powers of a mortgagor in possession under 
section 18 of the Act of 1831, and though he can grant leases 
under the section so as to confer a legal title on the lessee, yet, 
since he has not got the legal estate in himself, he cannot accept 
a surrender from the lessee. Clause 3 gives to the mortgagor and 
mortgagee respectively, whilst in possession, the power to accept 
surrenders, but a new sub-clause has been introduced since the 
original Bill, providing that no such surrender shall be effectual 
unless an authorized lease is granted to take effect in possession 
immediately or within one,month after the date of the surrender. 
The subject of mortgages is also dealt with by clause 4. It was 
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held in Lorn v. Turner (1900, 2 Ch, 211) that a mortgagee can 
sell part of the property with an implied right of light over the 
unsold part ; but in general a mortgagee cannot sell an easement 
over the property or part of it, and, sometimes, he is thereby 
debarred from realizing its full value. The Bill, without con- 
ferring this power generally, confers it fur certain purposes, and 
it gives powers to a mortgagee which, in the main, correspond 
with those incidental to the statutory power of sale of a tenant 
for life. 

Section 21 (2) of the Act of 1881 protects a purchaser from a 
mortgagee after he has taken bis conveyance, but Life /nterest 
&c., Corporation Vv. Hand in Hand, &c., Society (1898, 2 Ch. 230) 
shewed that this did not debar him from inquiring before con- 
veyance whether an occasion for the exercise of the power of sale 
had arisen. Clause 5 (1) rectifies this, and by sub-clause 2 it 
extends section 21 (6) of the Act of 1881 so as to make it corre- 
spond with the common clause exempting the mortgagee from 
liability for involuntary losses and thus render that clause unneces 
sary. Clause 9 deals with the cases where trustees who have 
entered into possession as mortgagees have acquired a title free 
from the equity of redemption, whether under the Statute of 
Limitations, or foreclosure or otherwise, and it provides that they 
shall hold the land on trust for sale with power to postpone a 
sale, and incidental provisions are introduced as to the disposi- 
tion of the proceeds of sale. Useful provisions with regard to 
trusts for sale are made by clause 10. In cases where a settle 
ment contains a power to invest in land, somewhat lengthy clauses 
are required for enabling the trustees to resell. Sub-clause 1 is 
intended to render these unnecessary, and it provides that in such 
cases the land shall, unless the settlement otherwise provides, be 
held by the trustees on trust for sale with power to postpone. 
How long a trust for sale is effective is a troublesome question, 
and when « number of years have elapsed since the date of the 


settlement or the death of the testator, it is usual for the | 


purchaser to require the concurrence of the beneficiaries. Sub 
clause 2 avoids this by providing that the trust shall, so far as 
regards the safety and protection of any purchaser thereunder, 
be deemed to be subsisting until the land has been conveyed to 
or under the direction of the person interested in the proceeds of 
sale. Clause 11 gives the purchaser of part of land held under 
a common title, who takes with the benefit of a restrictive covenant 
over other part of the land, the right to have a memorandum of 
the covenant indorsed on or permanently annexed to one of the 
common title deeds. 

The clause in the original Bill (clause 13) which was intended 
to facilitate the sale of property held in co-ownership, and so avoid 
the expense of a partition action, does not appear in the present 
Bill, and clause 14, amending the Partition Acts, has also been 


removed ; 80, too, we regret to notice, bas clause 17 avoiding con- | 


tracts requiring a purchaser or lessee to employ the vendor or 
lessor’s solicitor. But clause 16 in the original Bill, getting rid of the 
inconvenient decision in Le Pawley (1900, 1 Ch. 58), and enabling 
the executors who have proved to sell real estate, appears as 
clause 12 in the present Bill, and the provision that a ten-shilling 
stamp on a transfer of a mortgage shall not operate to give 
notice of a trust also appears (clause 13). These are the chief 
changes proposed by the Bill, which, according to clause 16, should 
come into operation on the Ist of January, 1912. Since it is now 
a Government Bill, and there is nothing contentious about it, 
there seems to be no reason why it should not pass in the Autumn 
session, 





Correspondence. 


Statutory Definitions of Land Values. 
[To the Editor of the Solis ttors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. } 


Sir,—In a letter which appeared in your issue of 12th August it’ 
is suggested that, except in the case of bare land, the supposed deriva 
tion of site value from price or original total value in sections 2 and 
25 is a mere “verbal juggle.” As the correct statutory meaning of 
site value, or rather assessable site value, is now a matter of daily 
increasing importance, perhaps you could give me space to confirm 
the above suggestion, and to demonstrate that the only essential 


| able site value, whether original or occasional, is the “ divested 
value” defined in section 25 (2) viz. : What the fee simple “ might be 
expected to realize if the land were divested of any building, &c.,” 
! while gross value, total value, and consideration paid may be put at 
anything or nothing without affecting the result of the calculation in 
the least.” 

This appears, to begin with, in the definition of full site value in 
section 25 (2), where the verbal juggle actually occurs. 

Full site value is defined as the remainder after subtracting from 
gross va’ue the difference between gross and divested value. This 
is only a circuitous way of saying “full site value is divested 
value.” 

If we deduct from the larger of two values the amount by which 
the larger exceeds the less, the result must be the same, whatever 
the larger may be. 

If F 
then F = 
t.¢., F 

This is obvious enough ; but it seems vf no consequence, because 
the site value dealt with in the Act is assessable site value, not full 
site value. Now assessable site value is derived under section 25 (4) 
partly from gross value and partly from total value, and difficulty 
and complication are caused by this double source of definition. But 
the difticulty may be got rid of, and the result of the definition be 
made clear, by patiently adhering to the method of simple 
algebraical formule. 

On perusing section 25 (3), we find total value may be defined as 
gross value less the value of tithe rent-charge, easements, &c., which 
may Or may not exist in various cases, and which may be grouped 
under the term “ outsiders’ rights.” Thus we get the formula :— 
T=G-0QO. 

Dealing now with the definition of assessable site value under 
section 25 (4), we find we are to start with total value, and in the 
first place, under section 25 (4) (a), to deduct from it “ the same 
amount as is to be deducted for the purpose of arriving at full site 
value from gross value.” The effect of this deduction, it will be 
seen, is simply to reduce the definition of assessable site value to 
divested value less the value, where they exist, of outsiders’ rights. 
For what is the amount to be deducted for arriving at full site value 
from gross value? It is, under section 25 (2), the difference between 
gross and divested value. Let us then p:oceed with our forinul. 
The Act says assessable site value (A) = T — (G— D), 

But T = G Q. 
Therefore A = G— O--(G— D), 
I 








In other words gross and total value are 4y the Act itself eliminated 
| as negligible. What, then, the valuer has to do in order to arrive at 
assessable site value is to ascertain, without any statutory basis of 
calculation, the divested value, and where there are any fixed charges, 
easements, &ec., as enumerated in section 25 (3), deduct from it the 
amount by which such charges, &c., would cause a diminution on 
sale. 

There may, of course, though in a very small proportion of 
cases,’ be further deductions under section 25 (4) (4) (c), &e., but 
they do not concern our point. It is true that they are defined as 
parts of the total value, and deductions from it, but this is purely 
formal. The deduction under paragraph («) is essential and must 
be taken to operate in every case, so that the other deductions, 
which are only contingent and matters of independent ascertain- 
ment, are really deductions not from total value but from the value 
definitely arrived at by section 25 (4) (a). 

Thus far we have been dealing with the original valuations. We 
now come to valuations for the occasions set out in section 2 (2). 
It certainly appears, at first, as if under paragraphs (a) and (/) the 
price or rent paid was meant to be a tangible basis for calculation 
and could not be disregarded, and again under (c) as if the death 
duty valuation of the property passing was to be used in the same 
way. But looking further we see that the actual effect of the sub- 
section is merely to adopt the scheme of section 25 with one varia- 
tion ; that is, in the place of the total value defined in section 25 
(3) a value is to be delnted from price, rent, &c., on the occasion. In 
| fact, under paragraph (d@) it is expressly stated that total value is to 
be taken as estimated in accordance with the “general provisions as 
to valuations,” which can only refer to section 25 (3). What then 
becomes of the occasional total value thus arrived at? Under the 
remaining words of section 2 (2) it is “subject in each case to the 
like deductions as are made under the general provisions ‘i 
as to valuation for the purpose of arriving at the site value of the 
land from the total value.” This, of course, refers to the deductions 
under section 25 (3), and, as already pointed out, the effect of the first 
and essential deduction under paragraph (a) is to eliminate total 








* T assume, of course, throughout, as is evidently contemp'ated by the Act, that site 


element in the statutory definition or supposed calculation of assess- | value is always less than gross or total value, 
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value from the calculation, substituting mere divested value (subject | 
to a contingent deduction for fixed charges, &c.). 

The result is that, though the Act undoubtedly under section 26 
requires an original total value to be ascertained, it is no statutory 
element in assessable site value, either original or occasional, and is 
not the subject of taxation in any part of the Act, unless it happens 
to coincide with the granting or expiring of a lease which gives rise 
to reversion duty. 

The Inland Revenue Department, in their surprising instructions 
to valuers recently issued to the public, seem to have most ingeni- 
ously devised a mode of improving on the complications of the Act, 
and adding to the difficulties of their agents, in order that duty may 
be collected where “the unit of valuation has been sold for more than | 
{the valuer — it is worth,” or, in other words, that a tax may 
expressly be levied on an alleged excess of profit made not merely on 
the site but on the transaction as a whole. 

This is done by taking the price as the equivalent of total value for 
the positive side of the calculation, but for the purposes of the jug 
gling deduction reducing it by the amount of the supposed excessive 
profit. Thus on the original valuation, as shewn above, where gross 
value is total value plus outsiders’ rights (if any), assessable site value | 
is divested value less outsiders’ rights (if any). But if ona sale, while 
total value is price, gross value is price m/nus excess profit (plus out- 
siders’ rights), assessable site value will work out at divested value 
(less outsiders’ rights) plus ercess profit. Thus, profit estimated in 
the arbitrary opinion of the valuer as excessive, and expressly with 
out reference to the site, is to be treated as increment and saddled 
with site value increment duty. 

Aug. 16. 3 ee 

[We hope to comment on this letter hereafter. The reasoning i- 
quite clear as regards original assessments, but as regards occasional 
assessments under sect. 2, it seems to us that our correspondent 
reads paragraph (d) as though its provisions as to total value applied 
also to the previous paragraphs.—Ep. S../.] 





Solicitors as Conciliators. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitor’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.} 


Sir,—A solicitor is frequently regarded by a large number of 
people who have never had an opportunity of realizing the contrary, 
as a man whose chief aim in his professional life is the stirring up 
and stimulation of strife for his gwn personal advantage. The fact 
that his greatest work is often found in diplomacy and peaceful 
negotiation is not generally recognized. To-day, however, in the 
field of public work outside private interests, the solicitor has been 
and is, gradually but surely—and quite naturally—coming to the 
front as conciliator. The work of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
recognized by all from the King downwards, is beyond praise. ‘To 
Sir Albert Roilit, who arbitrated in the dockers’ dispute, thanks are 
due ; while the appointment this week of Sir Thomas Ellis and Mr. 
Charles Beale, both solicitors, as members of the Commission of five 
elected to settle the railway unrest, is a fact which the profession 
may note with legitimate pride. Harvey CLirron. 

4, New-court, Lincoln’s-Inn, W.C., Aug. 24. 








CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
House of Lords. 


EDGE v. NICCOLLS. 15th June; 2lst July. 

Passine Orr sy “ Get-up ’’—Launpry Buve “ WITH THE STICK IN IT 
—ARTICLE OF Uritiry—Former Patent Usep as DesiGn REVOKED 
INJUNCTION. 

For many years laundry blue and other dyes and tints manufactured | 
by the plaintiffs had been sent out in little bags, protruding from which 
was a piece of stick, the utility of which was that the blue or dye 
could be dipped in water without soiling the hands. In 1884 
the plaintiffs took out a patent for “ blue’ got up im this way, 
the stick or handle inserted in the wrapping being claimed as an essen- 
tial part of the invention. In 1891 the patent was revoked. They, 
however, continued largely to advertise their goods, drawing 
attention to the stick as a distinctive mark. The defendants also 
manufactured ‘‘ blue,’ and although the label attached was different 
they did their blue up with a piece of stick similar to that used by 
the plaintiffs. The plaintiffs claimed an injunction to restrain the 
defendants from putting upon the market laundry blue, dc., in a get- 
up exactly copied from the get-up of their goods. 

Held, that there was ample evidence that the defendants intended 
to pass off their goods for those of the plaintiffs, and that the latter 
were entitled to an injunction. 

Decision of Court of Appeal (1911, 1 Ch. 5, 27 Times L. R. 101) 
reversed. 





| as stakeholders on signing the agreement 





Appeal by the plaintiffs, William Edge and Sons (Limited), against 
an order of the Court of Appeal reversing a decision of Swinfen 
Eady, J., who on the hearing of the motion decided for the plaintiffs, 


| and granted an interim injunction in general terms till judgment or 


further order. The plaintiffs carried on business at Bolton as manu- 
facturing chemists and dye merchants. In 1884 their predecessor in 
business, William Edge, first sold laundry blue in cylindrical-shaped 
blocks got up in a little bag with a short round stick, ending in a 


| knob protruding from the mouth of the bag. The get up of these 


goods was patented in 1884, but in 1891 the patent was held bad, 
and was expunged from the register. The defendants, who were 
formed into a company in 1909, caused themselves to be registered as 
the preprietors of an alleged new and original design for a block ot 
blue or dye. The design was substantially identical with the get-up 
of the plaintiffs’ laundry blue and other dyes, and the label attached 
described ‘‘the design of this article with handle attached ”’ as “* the 
registered property of William Niecolls & Sons (Limited).” Swinfen 
Eady, J., held that the defendants had adopted the peculiar device 
by which the plaintiffs distinguished their goods, and that the fact 
that there had been a patent which had been revoked in 1891 did 
not disentitle the plaintiffs from the relief they asked. The Court 


| of Appeal reversed that decision upon the ground that the useful 


part of an article, in this case the stick, as distinguished from an 
ornamental addition, could not be regarded as part of the get-up, 
since the expression ‘“get-up’’ implies something extraneous to the 
article, not the article itself. rhe plaintiffs appealed. 

The Hovse took time for consideration. 

Lord Gorett read his judgment, in the course of which he dealt 
with the history of the two companies, the parties to this litigation, 
and said that the only question really before the House was whethor 


what was complained of was a ‘ passing-off.’"” When the undisputed 
facts were considered it was clear that the respondents had not 
ittempted to distinguish the goods sold by them in appearance from 
the goods sold by the appellant It did not follow that the defen 
dants were not at liberty to use ‘‘ a stick ”’ in the preparation of their 


roods, but if they did use it they must take care to distinguish the 
zoods by the form of the stick or by some other mode from the goods 
sold by the plaintiffs. Although the question appeared to be really 
whether, having regard to the appearance of the goods and the class 
of people to whom they were sold, deception was likely to occur, 

must be noticed that the view which his lordship had expressed 
vccorded with that which might. be inferred from the body of evi 
dence brought by the plaintiffs to show the likelihood of deception, 
and that no evidence from persons in the trade or others had been 
filed to meet it on the part of the defendants. If the plaintiffs were 
attempting to adopt as exclusively theirs the use of ‘a stick ’’ he 
should agree with the Court of Appeal, but when it was admitted 
that the defendants had copied the appearance and arrangement of 
the plaintiffs’ goods and distinguished theirs only by the label, and 
when it was perfectly possible to distinguish goods of this class in 
many other ways which would have admitted of no 
probability of mistake, he thought the plaintiffs’ case was established 
Accordingly he was of opinion that the appeal should be allowed, 
1 is asked for granted, with costs there 


re asonable 


and an injunction substantially 
and below 

Earl Loresurn, C. and Lords ATKINSON and RoBson coneurred 
Order accordingly COUNSH Buckmaster Kt, Hon. Frank Russell 
KC., and J. @ ‘Joseph, for the appellants: Grant, K.C., and Robert 
Frost, for the respondents, SovLicrrors, Ernest Salamon & Co. ; Haslam 
d& Sanders. * 

[Reported by Erskine Reto, Barrister-at-Law.] 


° * . * 2 
High Court—Chancery Dyvision. 
< 
HALL ». BURNELL. Eve, J. 3ist July. 

VENDOR AND PurcHaseRn—Drrosir—No Cravse Forreitine Deposit 
JupGMENT ror Sprcwic PerrormMance—Derrautt sy PuRCHASER 
Rescission or Contract—Derposir CLarmep By VENDOR. 

On signing the contract for sale the purchaser paid a deposit to the 
vendor's solicitors. The contract did not contain a clause forfeiting the 
deposit if the purchaser made de fault in completing. The purchaser 
did not complete, and the vendor obtained judqment for specific pei 
formance. ‘'he vendor now moved that the contract might be res inded 
and for a declaration that he was entitled to the deposit. 

Held, that the vendor was entitled to the order asked for. 

Howe v. Smith (27 Ch. D. 89) explained. 

Jackson v. De Kadich (1904, W. N. 168) distinguished. 

This was a motion for an order that an agreement between the 
plaintiff and defendant might be res inded, and that the sum 
of £50 paid by the defendant.as a deposit to the plaintiff's solicitors 
might be forfeited to the 
plaintiff, or in the alternative that it might be declared that the plain- 
tiff was entitled to a charge thereon for his costs. The contract for sale 
was entered into on the 2lst of Oc tober, 1910, and a deposit of £50 
was paid by the defendant to the plaintiff’s solicitors. The date of 
completion was fixed for the 11th of November, 1910, but the purchaser 
did not complete, and the vendor brought this action for specific per- 
formance. The defendant failed to put in a defence, and eventually 
the plaintiff obtained the usual judgment for specific performance. he 








___THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 





Aug. 26. roll, 





contract did not contain a clause forfeiting the deposit if the pur- 
chaser made default in completing. 

Eve, J., after stating the facts, said: The plaintiff now moves that 
the contract may be rescinded and that the deposit may be forfeited 
to the plaintiff. In the case of Howe v. Smith (27 Ch. D. 89) Fry, 
L.J., says: “ Money paid as a deposjt must, I conceive, be paid on 
some terms, express or implied. In this case no terms are expressed, 
and we must therefore inquire what terms are to be implied. The 
terms most naturally to be implied appear to me in the case of money 
paid on the signing of a contract to be that in the event of the con- 
tract being performed it shall be brought into account, but if the 
contract is not performed by the payer it shall remain the property 
of the payee. It is not merely a part payment, but is then also an 
earnest to bind the bargain so entered into, and creates by the fear of 
its forfeiture a motive in the payer to perform the rest of the contract.”’ 
The learned judge in that passage is referring to a case where the 
deposit has been paid to and is in the hands of the vendor. But I 
cannot conceive that the fact of the deposit being in the hands of a stake 
holder would make any difference. The deposit is paid as an earnest 
or guarantee that the purchaser will complete his contract, and 
therefore it belongs to the vendor if the purchaser fails to carry 
out his bargain. In the present case the purchaser is in default, and 
on the authority of Howe v. Smith T should be disposed to hold that 
the deposit belongs to the vendor. But in Jackson v. De Kadich (1904, 
W. N. 168) Farwell, J., declined to make an order that the vendor was 
entitled to the deposit, and pointed out that the vendor could not have 
rescission and at the same time damages for breach of contract, and said 
that in Howe v. Smith there was no rescission. With great deference. 
I am not sure that the learned judge fully understood the facts of 
that case. It is true that the plaintiff was not there asking for rescis- 
sion. But he had, in fact, effectually rescinded the contract by placing 
himself in a position in which he could not carry out the contract, that 
is, by reselling the property as owner. I do not see any inconsistency 
in treating the deposit as a guarantee which has been forfeited and 
applying to the court for an order rescinding the contract. The pur 
chaser has had full notice of his application, and does not appear. 
The order therefore will go for rescission of the contract and a declara 
tion that the vendor is entitled to the deposit.—CounseL, Greaves 
Souicrrorns, Bartlett & Thornton. 

[Reported by 8. BE. Writtrams, Barrister-at-Law.] 











Legal News. 


Appointment. 


Lawrence Bevir, M.A., B.C.L 
appointed by The Law Soa lety an 
Intermediate Examination Mr. 


(Oxon), of Wootton 
Assistant 
Bevir was 


Mr. Harry 
Bassett, has 
Examiner for the 
admitted in 1908 





General. 


The Royal Assent was given on the 18th inst. to the Parliament 
Act, the Appropriation Act, the Telephone Transfer Act, the Public 
Works Loans Act, the Geneva Conventions Act, the Municipal Elec 
tions Act, the Expiring Laws Continuance Act, the Labourers 
(Ireland) Act, the National Gallery and St. James's Park Act, the 
Indian High Courts Act, the Thames Conservancy Act, the London 
County: Council (General Powers) Act, the London County Council 
(Money) Act, the Metropolitan Water Board (New Works) Act, and 
the Corporation of London (Bridges) Act; and on the 22nd inst. to 
the Parsonages Act, the Public Health (Scotland) Act, 1897, Amend 
ment Act, and the Official Secrets Act. 


In the House of Commons, on the 17th inst., Mr. T. P. O'Connor 
asked the Under-Secretary for War whether his Department had 
considered the recommendations of the Select Committee of 1908, in 
reference to the employment of the military in civil disturbances, and 
especially the recommendation that more adequate warning should be 
given to the crowd before firing takes place. Colonel Seely replied 
Yes, Sir. As a result of the recommendations of the Select Com 
mittee referred to, the King’s Regulations affecting the duties of 
troops in aid of the civil power were amended by an Army Order of 
1909 in order to emphasize the duties and responsibilities of the 
officers commanding under the common law. Where it is practicable 
to read the proclamation under the Riot Act, the attention of the 
crowd will be drawn to the fact that the proclamation is about to be 
read by the sounding of a bugle, wherever it is possible to do so, and 
orders have been issued accordingly. 








Tue Stan Lire Assurance Socrety.—The private Bill recently pro 
moted by the Star Life Assurance Society has now received the Royal 
Assent, and will come into force on the Ist of October next. By the 
new Act the Society is incorporated under the title of ‘‘ The Star 
Assurance Society,"’ and will be empowered, should it so desire, to 
engage in all classes of insurance business. We are, however, in 
formed that the directors have resolved for the present not to use 
their extended powers except to the extent of issuing leasehold re 











demption policies, in addition to ordinary life assurance and annuity 
business. The directors have promoted Mr. W. Palin Elderton, 
F.I.A., to be the actuary of the Society, and Mr. O. T. Falk, 
F.I.A., to be assistant secretary of the Society. Mr. J. Douglas 
Watson will remain the principal officer of the Society with the title 
of general manager and secretary. 


Royat Navat Cotziece, Ostorne.—For information relating to the 
entry of Cadets, Parents and Guardians should write for ‘‘ How to 
Become a Naval Officer’’ (with an introduction by Admiral the Hon. 
Sir E. R. Fremantle, G.C.B., C.M.G.), containing an illustrated 
description of life at the Royal Naval Colleges at Osborne and Dart- 
mouth.—Gieve, Matthews, & Seagrove, 65, South Molton-street, Brook- 
street, London, W. [Apvrt.] 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—FRIDAY, Aug 18, 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liutrep 1m Cmamncrry. 


BARRACLOUGH & Co., LtD—Creditors are required, on or betore Sept 30, to send their 
names and addresses, and particulars.of their debts or claims, to W Robson Boyd, 10, 
11, and 12, Waby'’s chmbrs, Cleethorpe rd, Grimsby Brown & Son, Grimsby, solors 
to the liquidator. 

BRITISH HONDURAS RUBBER, LTD (IN LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are required, on or before 

Nov 30, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims 

to Thomas Tarketine, 3, London Wall bidgs, liquidator. 

ANADIAN ELECTRIC TRACTION CO, LTv—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 29, 

to send in their nam:s and addresse:, and the part culars of their debts or 

claims, to Evelyn Henry Kaynward Treaow, Balfour House, Finsbury pvmt, liqui- 


dator. 

EpwaRD E. James & Co, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 28, to send 
in their names and addresses, and t'ie pirciculars of their debts ur claims, to 
Osc wr Berry, Monument Houss. Monament sj, liquidator. 

GEORGE SMITH & Co, LTD (IN LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 
81 to send their names and addresses, with pariiculars of their debts or claims to 
John Benjamia Gates, 73, Chespside, Wells & Sons, Paternosterrow, solors to the 
liquidator 

GRIMSBY TRAWL ROLLER AND Box MAKING Co, LTp—Creditors are required, on or be- 
fore Sept 39, to send their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or 
claims, to W Robson Boyd, Cleethorpe rd, Grimsby, Browa & Co, Grimsby, solors to 
the liquidator. ; 

Loes, LTp (IN LIQUIDATION)—Credit« rs are required, on or before Sept 25, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Henry 
Hagyett, 228, Dashwood House, New Broadst Peacock & Goddard, Gray's Inn, solors 
to the liquidator. 

MaGNUM STEEL Co, Ltp—Creditors are required, on o1 before Sept 15, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of thei: debts or claims, to Edward 
O' Dwyer, St. Helens Junction, Lancaster, liquidator. 

MARKS & Co, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 14, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred Page, 28, King st, 
Cheapside. Biddle & Co, Aldermanbury, solors to the liquidator. 

METROPOLITAN RAILWAY OF CONSTANTINOPLE FROM GALAT\ TO PERA, LTD—Creditors 
are required, on or before Sept 1, to se d their: ames and addresses, and the par- 
ticular: of ‘heir debts or claims, to Jehn Paterson, 1, Walbrook 

RINKING BRikEs, LtTp—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 24, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Herbert John 
Blanch, 294, Gra_echurch st 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Aug 22. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIBS, 
Limirep tn Coancerny. 


BRISTOL CHANNEL SAND AND GRAVEL Co, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 4 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Arthur Ses-ions, 35, Cathedrat rd, Cardiff 

CENTRAL INDUSTRIAL TRUST, LTD (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are 
required, on or before Sept 23, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to George Thomson, 65, London Wall, liquidator. 

GOWGANDA SILVER, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 30, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims to Charles James 
March, 23, Queen Victoria st, liquidator. : 

Logs, Lrp (iN LiQUIDATION)—Creditors are required on or before Sept 25, to send their 
name: and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. Henry 
Haggett, 228, Dashwood house, New Broadst Peaco_k & Goddard, Gray's Inn, solors 

’ iquidator. 
samen ‘ecsaeee, Lrp—Creditors are requir d, on or before Sept 2, to send in 
their pames and addresses, and particulars of th ir debts cr claims, to Walter A. 

P oad st pl, liquidator. 

Swans? boourn FARM CO, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 12, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Edwin 
George Wilding, “ Arima,” Denbridge rd, Bickley, Kent, liquidator. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—Faivary, Aug 15. 


CANADIAN ELEcTRIC TRACTION Co, LTD. 

NEPTUNE RusBBER Co, Ltd. 

MYSORE WYNAAD GOLD Vo, LTD. 

Mysore West GoLp Co, LTD. 

B James & Co, LTD. : 

SmmPLeX ACME PATENT FIRE ALARM CO, LTD. 

ASHANTI BILPRAW, LTD. ” 
AMERICAN SKATING PALACE (TUNBRIDGE WELtS), LTD. 
Fire ELectric Powgr Co, LTD. 

BRITISH HONDURAS RUBBER LTD. 

BULLFINCH East GoLD MiNING Co, LTD. 

Moorina Tin Mine Liv. 

FRENCH PALACE DEVELOPMENT SYNDICATE, LTD. 
ROCHDALE Co1TON BAND Co, LTD. 
TARKWA (GOLD CoasT) TRADING CO, Lip. (Reconstruction). 


Issurs, LTD. ' 
BARBERTON EXPLORING AND DEVELOPMENT Co, LTD. 
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PORCELAIN TILE Co, LD. 

Sea VIEW ASSEMBLY Rooms, LTD. 

METROPOLITAN RAILWAY OF CONSTANTINOPLE FROM GALATA TO PERA, LTD 
SOUTH AND WEsTt YORKSHIRE TRADING Co, Ltp, 

WELSH INSURANCE CORPORATION, LTp. 


London Gazette,—TUESDAY, Aug 22. 


NEW WHARNCLIFFE CoAL Co, Lrp, 
LONDON AERODROME, LTD. 

GOWGANDA SILVER, LTD. 

SOUTH LONDON PROPERTY AND INVESTMENT Co, LTD. 
PEARSON, t' UGGINS & Co, LTD. 

R. 8. Banks, Ltp. 

BRISTOL CHANNEL SAND AND GRAVEL Co, LTp. 
PONTYBEREM CCLLIERI‘S Co Lp. 

CANADIAN LANDOWNERS, LTD 

CENTRAL INDUSTRIAL TRUST, LTD. 

AURACO AUTOMATIC RAILWAY COUPLERS, LTD. 

£. D. AINSWORTH & Co, LTD. 

BRITISH AND COLONIAL INVESTMENTS, LTD. 
SALISBURY (RHOVESIA) EsTaTEs, LTp. 
BULAWAYO MARKET AND OFFICES Co, LTD. 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day oF Crarm. 


London Gazette.—Faipay, Aug. 18. 


Raymonp-Mvuxgay, Rowa, Maidenhead Oct1 Leverev Lotinga and Others, Swinfen 
Eady and Neville, JJ Hunt, Dauntsey House, Frederick’s pl 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35 
Last Day or Cratm. 
London Gazette.—Fuipay, Aug 18. 


ASH, ounce MARY ISABEL, Crowhurst, Sussex Sept 15 Johnson & Clarence, Mid- 
hurst 

ASKWITH, The Ven WILLIAM HENRY, Taunton Sept 30 Kite & Co, Taunton 

AUSTIN, MARIA, Taffs Well, Glam Septs Morgan, Cardiff 

BEET, MARIA, Redmile, Leicester Sept 14 Hodgkinson & Beevor, Newark on Trent 

BELL, HENRY HUNTER, Newcastle upon Tyne sept 26 Wilkinson & Marshall, New- 
castie upon Tyne 

BLACKWELL, ELIZABETH, Burnham, Somerset Sept 23 Mic ell, Wellington 

BRUOKS, JOB EDWIN, Great Malvern, Phys cian Sept 14 Porter & Co, Couway 

— Sopuia EpitH, Birmingham, Pawnbroker Sept 21 Parkhouse, Birming 
am 

CROSS, WALTER THOMAS, Southfield rd, Bedford Park Middlesex, Coachbuilder’s Man- 
ager Sept 26 Davidson, Acton 

CUMMING, Epwin, Ilsington, Devon, Farmer Sept 12 Hacker & Michelmore, Newton 
Abbot ° 

EDEN, THOMAS, Ripon, York Oct 1 Hutchinson, Ripon 

ERBACH, CAROLINE, Northumberland pk, Tottenham Sept 30 Syrett & Sons, Fins- 
bury pavement 

ESTLIN, MARY THOMPSON, Nuneaton, Warwick Sept 19 Blakeway, Nuneaton 

Fair, JACOB WILSON, Wigan, Estate Agent Sept is Wilson & Co, Preston 

FOULKES, MARY, Chester Sept 1s Walker & Co, Chester 

GIBBONS, hBENEZER, Silver st, Enfield Town Sept 25 Vanderpump, Enfield Town 

GILBERT. Sir WILLIAM SCHWENCK, Harrow Weald, Middiesex sept 36 Horne & Bir- 
kett, Lincolu’s inn fields 

GODDEN, EDWARD BENJAMIN, Liverpool, Marine Broker 
Liverpool 

GRIMES, JOHN RALPH, St Leonards on Sea Sept 16 Harris & Son 

HANMER, JANE SARAH, Bonchurch,i of W Sept 14 Fardells, Ryde, I of W 

HAkT, MARY, Richmond, Surrey Sept 16 Richard:on & Callard, Golden sq, Regent st 

HEWITT, HENRY GEOwGE, Kirkella. nr Hull, Yorks Sept 26 Budd & Co, Bedford row 

HULL, FLorA, Reigate, Surrey Sept 30 Keith & Co, Norwich 

HULL, WALTER CURLE, Reigate, Surrey Sept 30 Keith & Co, Norwich 

JAMES, Rev ALAN CHARLES THOMAS, Bury, Huntingdon Sept 30 Pyke & Co, Lincoln's 
inn fields 





Sept 30 Cornish & Forfar, 


JAMES, SARAH, Hungerford rd, Camden Town Sept %6 Saxton & Morgan, Somerset 
st, Portman sq 

LANDOU, GEORGE WILLIAM, Essex rd, IJington Sept 8 Snowman & (o, Aldgate 

LEPPINGTON, WILLIAM EARNSHAW, Torqaay, Duvon Sept 12 Hacker & Michelmore, 
Newton Abbot 

MACKENZIk, JosepH DvuKE, Burlington In, Chiswick Sept 25 Newton, Queen Vic- 
toria st 

MERLY, TERESA, Brighton Sept 23 Sheard & Co, Clement's inn 

MORTON, JAMES, Sunderland, Nautical Instrument Maker Aug 31 Burnicle & Morton 
Sunderland 

NEWELL, FRANCIS WILLIAM, Chrisp st, Poplar Oct 1 Marcus & Co, 47, Broad 
Street av 

NEWTON, GEORGE, Shipley, York Oct 2 Greaves & Greaves, Bradford 

Pack, HANNAH, Walsworth, ur Hitchin, Uerts Sept 21 Hawkins & Co, Hitchin 

PALING, FRANCIS, Lowdham, Nottingham Sept 23 Kirkland & Lane, Southwell 

PEARSON, MARY, Addison rd, Holland Park av Sept 29 Wild & Coliins, Trump st, 
King st 

PRICE, DAVID, Wroughton rd, Clapham Sept 20 Goddard, Clement's inn, Strand 

READING, WILLIAM, Haven green, Ealing, Jobmaster Sept 18 Smith, Fenchurch bldgs 

RussSELL, Dame CHARLOTTE, Gt Cumberland pl, Hyde Park Sept 22 Loige, Now ct, 
Lincoln's inn 

SAMUELL, CHARLES SIMPSON, Liverpool, Barrister-at-Law Oct 18 Harrison & Burton 
Liverpool 

SEAR, W ory aM, Walsworth, nr Hitchin, Herts Sept 21 Hawkias & Co, Hitchin 

SHAPLEY, WILLIAM HENRY, Chudleigh, Devon, Builder Sept 12 Hacker & Michel 
more, Newton Abbot 

SHARP, JEMIMA, Burton upon Trent Aug 24 Drewry & Newbold, Burton on Trent 

Simpson, ADAM, Middleton, Joiner Sept 21 Bingham & Co, Manchester 

SIMPSON, JAMES, Melbourne, Yorks, Farmer Sept 15 Powell, Pocklington 

SLOCOMBE, FREDERICK, Teignmouth Sept 12 Hacker & Miche:more, Newton Abbot, 
Devon 

SMITH, ISABELLA, Richmond, Surrey Sept 16 Richardson & Co, Golden square, 
Regent st 

STOKES, MARY ANN, Deal, Kent Sept 18 Brown & Brown, Deal 

TAUNTON, RICHARD Hoss, Birmingham Oct7 Taunton & Whitfleld, Birmingham 

TooKey, Josian, Old Trafford, Manchester Sept 25 Dowse, Manchester 

WEST, MARY JANE, Camborne, Cornwall Sept 20 Thomas, Camborne 

WYNNE, THomas, New Ferry, Chester Sept 20 Newman & Co, Liverpool 


London Gazette, —TURSDAY, Avg 22. 


AITKEN, FRANCES MARY, Fallowfield, Manchester Sept 30 Addleshaw & Co., Man- 
chester 

ARKWRIGHT, MARGARET ELEANOR, Sloane sq mans, Sloane sq Septl9 Eggar & Cu 
Brighton 

BEVAN, ANNE, Mumbles, nr Swansea Sept 23 Strick & Bellingham, Swansea 

KUCKETT, KbWAKD Biaas, Oxford, Builder Sept 20 M slam & Co, Oxford 

BULKELEY, WILLIAM ALFRED, Heuley on Thames Oct 1 Mercer & Biaker, Henley oa 
Thames 

BULLOCK, RICHARD, Denton, Lincoln, Grocer Sept 19 Malim & Soi, Grantham 

COLE, ELIZABETH BROMELL, Holsworthy, Devon Oct 4 Peter & Peter, Holsworthy 

COLLIER, WILLIAM GkORGE, Kingston rd, Teddington, Builler Sept2s King-St»phens, 
Essex st, Strand 

CORGIALEGNO, MARINO, Mount st, Mayfair Oct 12 Coward & Co, Mincing In 

COULSON, WILLIAM, Shettie.d, But-her Sept 20 H & A Maxtle'd, SaeMfeld 

CRAGGS, FRANCES, Musard rd, Fulbam Sept 4 Pierrou & Ellis, Vernon st, West 
Kensington 

Crump, WILLIAM HORACE CHARLES, Leadenhall st, Solicitor Sept 29 Crump & Son, 
Leadenhall st 

DAVIS, MARGARET, Sunderland Sept1s Priestly, 8 nderland 

G1BBS, FREDERICK, Southampton Sept 19 Page & Galliford, Soithampton 

GooDWLN, FRANCES, Hildersham, Cambridge October’ Whitehead & 5. n, Cambridge 

GRAYLING, MARTHA, Byron rd, Leyton Sept 30 Selim, Mincing In 

Hicks, WILLIAM, Weston super Mare Sept li Ford, Weston super Mare 

HUGHES, RICHAKD, Mount Park rd, Ealing Sept 5 Edwards & Co, Lawrence In 

KEOGH, GEORGE PETERSON FRANCIS, Sloane Gardens mans, Sept 10 Witham & Co 
Gray's Inn sq 

LIGHTFOOT, DAVID, Wednesbury, Staffs Sept16 Jones, Wednesbury 

MAAS, EDWARD, Kastcheap Oc. 15 _ Betteley, Sarrey st 

Mason, JOHN, Levenshulme, Manchester, Brewer's Traveller Sept 26 Hamer, Ashton 
under Lyne 

Moopy, HENKIETTA ANNABELLA, Southampton Sept 22 Page & Gulliford, South- 
ampton 

Porrer, Puitir, Mitchett, Ash, Surrey Sept 4 Hollest & Co, Farnham 

MASTIN, THOMAS BYCROFT, Hastiogs” Sept 29 Chalinder & Herington, Hastings 

MEYERS, JOHN, Hove, Sussex Sept 20 Ruston & Co, Brentford 

PHELPS, Rev THOMAS, Burley, Southampton Sept 27 Andrews & Co, Weymouth 

PitrMaN, MARY DEBORAH GARRETT, Hastings Sept 20 Chalinder & Herington 
Hastings 





THOMSON, ANN MARIA, Birchills, Walsall,Grocer Oct 12 Evans, Walsall 








Aug 16 Ord Aug 15 


Bankruptcy Notices. |’ 

London Gasette,—Faipay, Aug. 18, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Aspeuryer, Ropext Wi1114m, Ulverston, Lancs, Solicitor Aug 16 


marthen Pet Aug 16 


Ord Aug 16 


Luoyp, Josian, Tipton, Fitter Dudley Pet Aug 16 Ord 


Jacoss Jane Anyi, Great Grimsby Great Grimsby Pet 


ones, Rees Haruies, Cilyewm, Carmarthen, Farmer Car 
Ord Aug 16 
Levy, LS & Co, Abchurch In 


Warre, Percrvat Ktasy, East Twickenham, Comm/'ssjon 
Agent Brentford Pet July 17 Ord Aug 16 

Warre, R seat Hanowp, Bradford, Wool Merchant Brad- 
ford Pet Aug 15 ‘rd Aug 15 

Pet July 14) Warkiy, Jonsx, Wineobank, bheftield, Farmer Sheffield 

Pet Avg 15 Ord Aug 15 


RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED AND 


High Court 





Barrow in Furness Pet July 28 Ora Aug 16 

Baines, Witttam, Great Crosby, Lancaster Liverpool 
Pet May 31 Ord Aug 15 

+ £, Victoria sq High Court Pet June 20 Ord 

ug 16 

Brown, Harry, Br upon Hull, Fish Dealer Kings- 
ton upon Hull Pet Augi4 Ord Aug 14 

Carey, Louis, Kingston upon Hull, Publican Kingston 
upon Hul/ Pet Augl1 Ord Aug 15 

Cray, Freeper _cx Lawsos, Rothermam, Giocer Sheffield 
Pet Aug 16 Ora Aug 16 

Comer, Jonw WItiiam, 
Bottle Maker Sheffield Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 

Forxs, Atpeat, Rotherham, Labourer Sheffield ket Aug 
16) «(Ord Aug 15 

Grant, Hexry Geonoe, London Wall, Accountant’s Clerk 
High Court Pet July 7 Ord Ang 11 

Gazex, Eanest Joux, Marsworth, Bucks, Carter Luton 
Pet Augl6 Ord Aug 16 

Groom, Axpazw, Rushden, Northampton, Carter Noith- 
ampton Pet Aug 15 Ord Augl5 

Haxogr, Heway Witttam, Bournemouth, Tailor Poolé 
ret July 15 Ord Aug 14 

Ho.oatr, ALsxeat, and James Eowarp Hoteatr, Thackley, 

‘ord, Sauce Manufacturers Bradford ret Aug i6é 

Ord Aug 16 


exborough, Yorke, Journeyman | 


| Mansox, Joun, Melton, Suffulk, Licensed Victualler Ips- 
} wich Pet Aug15 Ord Aug 15 
Nouny, James Staovup, 8t Martin’s ct. Charing Cross rd, 


| Entertainment Provider High Court Pet Aug 15 | 


| Ord Aug 15 
Percy, Epwiy Groror, Southampton, Dairyman South- 
ampton Pet Augl5 Ord Aug 15 
| Ports, Roverts, Annfield Plain, Durham, Joiner Newcas- 
tle upon Tyne Pet Aug15 Ord Aug 15 
Roserets, Daviv Garic, Craigydon, Llandudno, Licensed 
Victualler Bangor Pet augié Ord Aug 16 
Saxperssos, Wittiam Frepenicx, Harlesden, Middx, 
Licensed Victualler High Court Pet Aug 15 Ord 
Aug 15 
Sanps, Henny, Brunswick st, Hackney rd, Licensed 
Victualler’s Manager High Court Pet Aug 16 Ord 
Aug 16 
| Sewroe, Faawx Atack, Leeds, Joiner Leeds Pet Aug 14 
| Ord Aug 14 
Suaap, Henny, Toddington, Bedford, Farmer Luton Pet 
j Aug l4 Ord Aug 14 


PETITION DISMISSED. 


Merave. The Honourable E, Belgrave sy High Court Ree 
Ord, June 7,1911 Pet May 9 Rese & Dis Aug 9 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Auranaxtays & Co M, Manchester, Merchants Aug 28 at 3 
Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Betiauy, Percy Ricaanv, Thornton le Fylde, Farmer 
Aug 26 at 11,30 Uff Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

Bavis, Wittiam Josera, Southsea, Hants, Pork Butcher 
Sept Sat 4 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Porte- 
mouth 

Brows, Groner, Pontefract, Commission Agent Aug 29 
atll Off Ree, 21, King st, Wakefield 

Baows, Haray Kingeton upon Hull, Fish Dealer Aug 20 
at 11.90 Off Rec, York City Bank chmbrs, Lowgate, 
Hull 


| Cragce, Coartes Farperice, Nottingham, Cabinet Maker 


| SurTuirs, Hayvpw Denison, Boscombe, Hants, Stock Broker | 


| Poole Pet July 6 Ord July 26 
| Tuomas, Tuomas, Abercynon, Glam, Licensed Victualler 
| Pontypridd Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 16 


Aug Wat12 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 
Convert, F, Dalebury rd, Upper Tooting, Gentleman 
Aug 28at12 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 
Eatos, Samus. Grover, Godalming, Surrey, Stationer 
Aug 28 at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 
FAvuLaner, Samuey, Leicester, Coal Merchant Aug 28 at 
12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
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veryx, Rugby, Tobacconist Aug 

Off Rec, §, High at. Coveatry 

Ganatwen, Wititam, Exeter, Ladies Tailor 

Bankruptcy bidgs, (Room 53), Carey st 

seccer, Jocros, Maochester, Stockbroker 

1.30 Off Rec, Byrom «at, Manchester 

Grant, Hexny Geonoe, London Wall, Accountant 

Aug 23 at 11 Bankruptey bidgs, Carey at 

york, Hevay Wirt Bournemouth, Tailor Aug 25 

at 3 Arcade chmbrs (firat floor), Bournemouth 

Haywarp, Warren Witstiam, Long Burton, Dorset, 
Builder Aug 20at12.30 Off Ree, City chmbrs, Cather 
ine st, Salisbury 

Himwens, Acrarp, Bucks, Horn Oak, nr Farnham, 
Grocer Aug 2% at 12.15 Off Rec, Midland 
ehmbrs, High st, Southampton 

Hyor, Tuomas, Nottingham, Hawker Aug 30 at 11 
Re 4, Castle pl, Park «t, Nottingham 

Jonussow, Jawan Paras x, Darling.on, Builder Aug 20 at 
11 Off Ree, Court chmbra, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Krirrie, Amenose Wiittam, York rd, Battersea, Green 
rrocer Aug 28 ab li 18%, York rd, Westminster 
ridge rd 

Leat, Many, Exeter, Haulier 

Bedford circus, Exeter 

v 1,8 & Co, Abchurch In 

bidgs, Carey «t 
Jaure 5 


Four, Cravoe Jouw I 
70 at 
Aug 29 at 2.15 


Goul Aug 28 at 


"s Clerk 


1AM 


Ha 


Hants, 
Bank 


of 


Aug Sat 11 Off Rec, 9, 


Le Aug 2% at 1 Bankruptcy 


St Martin's ct, Charing Cross rd 
Aug 2 at 12 Bankruptey 


Neus nour 
Entertainment Provider 
blige, | are 

NOUTTAL! An Mewpatt 

t Of Ree, 4 


y at 
Mansfield, Notts 


Castle pl, Par 


Piumber 


, Notting 


Aug 26 
High at 


Dairyman 
chmbr- 


thampton 
Midland Bank 


fowrw Geornane, Bo 

0 OF R 

hampton 

" LIAM ' 

ensed Vi 

puptey l u 

Sanp Hen RY 

tualler’s Mavager 

Carey at 

Bewron, Faas 

Reo, 24, B 

Surra, Gorpos, DE 

Surrey, Bunldera Aug 
minster Bridge rd 

Surrnies, Havow Dexson, Boscombe 

Aug Wat2 Arcade chmbra (first floor), Kournemouth 

rary.ton, Ronext Fexs, Soham, Cambridge, Coachbuilder 
Aug 26 at 12 Off Ree, 5 Petty Cury, Cambridge 


der Middx, 
> Bank 


Harle 
tualler High ¢ Aug 2 atl 
«, Carey «t 

Bruoswick st, Hackney rd, 
Aug 20 at 1 


Licen e! Vic 
Bankruptey bldgs, 
Off 


Aracx, Lee 28 at 11 


reds 


1, Joiner Aug 
Heaneat Sucre, Epsom, 
3at10.30 132, York rd, West 


Hants, Stock Broker 


ADJUDICATIONS 
likley, York, ¢ 
Ord Aug l4 
Melbury rd, Ke 
Pet Nov 1 
m Fflull 


Bra (seono®, ynmission Agent Leeds 
Pet Aug 10 

Bataors, James, 
Agent High Court 

Baows, Hannay, Kingston up 
ston upon Hull Pet Aug If Ord Aug l4 

Curvau, Georoes Cuaatea, Norfolk st, strand, Financier 
High Court Pet April 2s Ord Aug 14 

Cuay, Farpeatcox Lawsoyx, Rotherham, Grocer 
Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 16 

Cowen, Jons Wicttam, Mexborough, Y 
Bottle Maker Sheffield Pet Aug 15 

Coover, Taomas, South pl, Finsbury, 
High Couct Pet Mar 17 

Forrs, Ateanr, Rotherham, 

Aug | Ord Aug 15 

en, Hannay Those 

High Court Pet July 12 

Gioopmasx, Da Leicester, 
Ord Aug l4 

Gages, Raneat Jonx, Maraworth, 
Pet Aug 16 Ord Aung It 

Gnoomw, Axparw, Rushden, Northampton, 
amptomn Pet AugilS Ord Aug lo 

HaAsowa, Beway Writtram, Bo 
Pet July 15 Ord Aug 16 

Hanns, WaLTer 


nsington, Commission 
Ord Aug 14 


Fish Dealer King 


Bheftield 


wk, Journeyman 
Ord Aug 15 

Company Director 
Ord Aug 4 

Labourer Sheffcld Pet 


High rd, Kilburn, 
Ord Aug 14 
Printer Leicester 


Gis Butcher 


Pet Aug 5 


Backs, Carter Luton 


Carter North 


rnemouth, Tailor Poole 


Grorar, Stratford, Essex, Contractor 
High Cr Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 14 
Horeaate, Ateenr, and James Eowaryv Howoa 
Bradford, Sauce Manufacturers Bradford 
Ord Aug 16 

How.et 
Court 


vurt 
re, Thackley, 
Pet Aug 16 


, Fish st bil 
Ord Aug l4 
Grimsby 


, Jouw Grornoe Fish Salesman High 
Pet July 1s 


Jacona, Janet 


Pet Aug 15 


Anwir, Great Great Grimeby 


Ord Aug 15 





Jours, Rees aneses, Chyeus, Comeestentise Farmer 
Carmarthen Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 16 
Liorp, Josrang, Tipton, Staffs, Fier Dudley Pet Aug 16 
O:;d Aug 16 
Mawsos, Jonx, Melton, Suffolk, 
Ipswich Pet Aug 15 Ord Ang 15 
Nuws, James Straovp, St Martin's ct, 
Entertainment Provider HighCourt Pet Ang 15 
Aug 15 
Nurratt, Argrucxe Mewpatrt, Mansfield, Notts, Plumber 
Nottingham Pet July 18 Ord Aug 15 
Peacy, Eowiw Grorer, Southampton, Dairyman South- 
ampton Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 
Porrs, Roneat, Annfield Plain, Durham, Joiner New 
castle upon Tyne Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 
Ronerrs, Davin Gaarc, Creigydon, Liantudno, 
Victualler Bangor Pet Aug16 Ord Aug i6 
Baxpenson, Wietram Farpeatcx, Harlesden, Middx, 
Licensed Victualler High Court Pet Aug 15 Ord 
Aug 15 
4, Henry, 
tuallers Manager 
Aug 16 
ron, Faask 
Ord Aug 14 
, Hewxry, Toddington, Bedford, Farmer 
Ord Aug l4 
Taowas, Tuomas, Abereynon, Glam, Li 
Pontypridd Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 16 
Trapyect, Bow Avovers, and Wittiam Sypvey Stayt 
fayior, Bristol, Coal Owners Bristol Pet June 21 
Ord Aug 15 
Warre, Ronerr Hanowv, Bradford, Wool Merchant Brad- 
ford Pet Augi5 Ord Aug 15 
Warkrs, Jounx, High Wincobank. Sheffi 
field Pet Aug 15 Ord Augl 
Woon, A’ Deane Gent, Bristol, So licit rv 
29 Ord Aug 16 
Woops, Harry, Hayes 
farnet Pet July 4 


Licensed Victualler 


Charing Cross rd, 
Ord 


Licensed 


Licensed Vic- 
Aug 16 Ord 


Brunswick st, Hackney rd, 
High Court Pet 


SAN 


A TACK eeds, Joiner Leeds Pet Aug 14 


Luton Pet 


ensed Victualler 


ld, Farmer Shef 


Bristol Pet June 
cree, Golders Green, Middx, Builder 
Ord Aug 15 


tle 


London Ga TUESDAY 
RECEIVING ORDERS 
CYRIL, Northampton, 
Northampton PetAug 18 Ord Aug is 
CHISSELL, JOUN PRARCE, Pamphill, Wimborae, Dorset, 
Farmer Poo'e PetJuly 26 Ord Ang 18 
CORY FRANCIS, Chichester, Sussex, Commission 
Hrighton Pet Augi7 Ord Aug 17 
Evwakps, W J, Ulieswater rd, Palmers Green, 
Huilder High Court Pet July 14 Ord Ang 18 
Fix, Joun E, Cherry Garden st, Bermondsey, 
High Court Pet July’6 Ord Aug 18 
Foster, EpwARD JAMES, Sheffield, Fruiterer 
Pet Aug! Ord Aug 17 
Gipeiss, ALBERT, Wigan, Tailor 
Aug 19 
Gaay JOHN 


Aug 22 


Brown, GRORGE Confectioner 
Agen, 
Late'Y 
Baker 
SheMeld 
Ord 


Wigan Pet Aug 19 


Pianoforte 
Ord Aug Is 
Neath Pet Aug 18 


Shaftesbury av 
Au; 18 
Collier 


FREDERICK 
Dealer High Court Pet 

Hitt, Joux, Cwmavon, Glam, 
Ord Aug 18 

JENKS, G CLEMENT, 
Ord Aug 18 

SON, GeorGE T, Liverpool, Manufacturer of Paint 

Kegs Liverpool Pet July 8 Ord Aug 18 

Lewis, DAVip, Lianelly, Colliery Proprietor Carmaithen 
Pet Aug 18 Ord Aug 18 

MILLS, RoBERT, Paddleswurth, 
Pet Aug iS Ord Aug 18 

MINDEN, RALPH ALBERT, Rusholme, Manchester, Cine- 
matograph Show Proprietor Nautwich Pet July 27 
Ord Aug 17 

NUNWEEK, CLARA, Keighley, 
19 Ord Aug 19 

RAM-KIR, THOMAS, 
Aug 18 

RESTORICK, FRANK, Lyme Regis, Dorsets, Dairyman 
eter Pet Aug5 Ord Aug 18 

RUSSELL, RoBERT WILLIAM HUGH, Aldershot, Fishmonger 
Guildfurd Pet Augis Ord Aug 18 

STEPHENSON, WILFRID REGINALD, Taplow, Bucks, Stock- 
broker High Court Pet June 28 Ord Aug 17 

WALKER, WILLIAM FREDERICK, Dinas Mawddwy, Mal! 
wyd, "Merioneth, Physician Aberystwyth Pet Aug 17 
Ord Aug 17 

WILLIAMS, ROBERT, Holyhead, Watchmaker 
Aug 17 Ord Aug 1i 

WILLIAMS SAMUEL ESAIAH, 
Pontypridd Pet Aug 17 


Coventry High Court Pet June 29 


Kent, Farmer Canterbury 


Milliner Bradford Pet Aug 


Goole Wakefield, Pet Aug 9 Ord 


Ex- 


Bangor Pet 


rreforest, Glam, Collier 


Ord Aug 17 


Youre, CHARLES LAWRENCE, Kingsland High st 
Court Pet July 24 Ord Auzgi7 

Voune, NaTHAN JoHN, Caldecote, nr Biggleswade, Beds 
Market Gardener Bedford Pet July 2% Ord 
Aug 19 


High 


FIRST MEETINGS 

BRINKLEY, KE, Victoria sq Aug 31 at 11 
bldgs, Carey st 

Brown, GEORGE CYRIL, Northampton, Confectioner 

30 at 11.30 Uff Rec, The Parade, Northampton 

CALBy, Loutrs, Stoneferry, Kingston upon Hull, Publicin 
Aug 3v at 11.30 On Rec, York City Bank chaibrs 
Lowgate, Hall 

CARLYON, ARTHUR DUNCOMBE, Pontycymmer, Glam, 
Colery Haulier Aug Slat3 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 

CoMER, JOHN WILLIAM, Mexborough, York, Jouraeyman 
Bottle Maker Aug 30at12.3u Uff Rec, Figtree lu, 
Sheffield 

Epwakps, W J, Ullesws aor rd, Palmers Green 
i A. y bidgs, Carey st 

FIx, JouN B, Cherry Garden st, Bermondsey, Baker 
3t at 12 Bankruptcy bidg:, Carey st 

FORRS, ALBERT, Rotherham, Labourer Aug 
Kec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

GRAY, JOHN FREDERICK, Shaftesbury av, Pianoforte 
Dealer Aug 30atil Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

GREEN, Eanest JOHN, Marsworth, Buchs, Carter Aug 30 
atl2 Off Rec, The Parade, Northampton 

GRooM, ANDREW, Rushden, Northampton, Carter Aug 31 
at 11.30 Off Rec, the Parade, North impton 

HOLGATE, ALBERT and JAMES EDWARD HOLGATE, 
thackley, Bradford, Sauce Manufacturers Aug 30 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Jacoss, JANE ANNIE, Great Grimaby Aug 30 at 
Off Rec, St Mary's chmbrs, Great Grimsby 

JENKs, G CLEMENT, Coventry Ang 30 atl 
b dgs, Carey st 

JONES, EVAN, Gwalchmal, Anglesea, Butcher Aug 30 at 
2.30 Station Hotel, Holyhead 

Jones, Regs HAaRkies, Citycewm, Carmarthen, Farmer 
Aug 30 at 12.30 Of Rec, 4, Queen st, Carm«rthen 

LLOYD, JOStAH, Tipton, Staffs, Fitter Aug 380 at 12 
Rec, 1, Priory st, Dudley 

MANSON, JoHN, Melt on, Suffolk, Licensed Victualler 
at il Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

MILLS, RoBekT, Paddlesworth, nent, Farmer 
1u.30 Off Rec, 683A, Cas.le st, Canterbury 

Ports, Ropert, Annfield Piain, Durham, Joiner Ang 30 
at 12 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle upon 


Bankruptcy 


Aug 


Aug 31 at 
Aug 


30at 1 Off 


10.30 


Bankraptcy 


of 
Aug 


Aug 31 at 


e 

Rowk, WILLIAM Epw rp, Leiston, Saffolk, Blacksmith 
Aug 3) at 2 Off Ree, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

SCUDAMORE, ALFRED, Bath, Baker Aug 3) at 11.45 
Rec, 26, Baidwin st, Bristol 

SHAKESPEARE, WILLIAM Lewis, Shefficld, Pattern Maker 
Aug 10 at ll Off Ree, Figtree lo, Sheffielu 

SHARP, HENRY, Teddington, Bedford, Farmer 
1l Off Rec, The Parade, Northampton 

SHARPLES, JOSEPH (the Younger), Crosby, Lancs, Builder 
Aug 30 atll Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

SIMPSON, EDWARD, Newmarket, Stationer's As istant 
w#0at1145 White Hart Hotel, Newmarket 

STEPHENSON, WILFRED REGINALD, Tapiow, Bucks, Stock- 
broker Aug 30at1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey s¢ 

SWINSCOR, JOHN REGINALD, Sheffield, Solicitor Aug 30 at 
lz Onf Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

THOMAS, THOMAS, Abercynon, Glam, Licensed Victualler 
Aug 30 at11.15 8t Catherine’s chmbrs, St. Catherine 
8°, Poutypridd 

TRAPNELL, EDWIN AUGUSTE and WILLIAM SYDNEY STAYT 
PAYLOR, Bristol, Coal Owners Aug 20 at 11.30 off 
Rec, 26, Baidwin st, Bristol 

W AITH, ROBERT HAROLD, Bradford, Wool, Top, and Noil 
Merchant Aug 30 atll Off Kec, 12, Duke st, Brad 
ford 

WATKIN, JonN, High Wincobank, Sheffield, Farmer 
sO atll.s0 Of Rec, Figtree ln, Sheffie:d 

WILLIAMS, SAMUEL ESAIAH, Treforest, Glam, Collier 
Aug 30 at 12 st Catherine's chmbrs, St Catherine st, 
Pontypridd 

YOUNG, CHARLES LAWRENCE, Kingsland High st Aug 3) 
atl2 Bansruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


or 


Aug 31 at 


Aug 


Aug 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Aug 15 
STRANGE, ARTHUR PERCIVAL, Fareham, Hants, Fishmon 
ger As previously gazetted 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARAN 


2a, MOoOoORGaTgsm 


FUND, LIMITED, 


__ ESTABLISHED in 4890. 


STrTERsaaT, LOnNPonm, 





EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS— LICENSED PROPERTY. 





SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. | 


Upwards of 650 Appeais to 


Quarter Sessions ha 


nder the 


direction a supervision of the “Oorporation. 





Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settied by Counsel, will be seat 


ea applicatioa, 











